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HOLDER AND PORTABLE TELEPHONE WITH THE HOLDER 



First Office Action 

1.0 Pursuant to the provision of Article 35 (1) of the Chinese Patent Law, the examiner 
made an examination as to substance of the captioned patent application for 
invention upon the request for substantive examination filed by the applicant. 

□ Pursuant to the provision of Article 35 (2) of the Chinese Patent Law, the Chinese 
Patent Office has decided to conduct on its own initiative an examination as to 
substance of the captioned patent application for invention. 



Patent Office, 



Patent Office, 
Patent Office 



2.0 The applicant requests taking 

the filing HntP April 97. 2000 . at the _JP_ 

the filing date, . at the 

the filing date, . at the 

as the priority date of the present application. 

□ A copy of the first filed patent application certified by the receiving organ of the 
initial country of filing has been submitted by the applicant. 

□ A copy of the first filed patent application certified by the receiving organ of the 
initial country of filing has not been submitted by the applicant. Pursuant to the 
provision of Article 30 of the Chinese Patent Law, no priority right shall be deemed to 
have been claimed. 

3.D The applicant filed amended application document(s) on 

and : • 



filed on 



filed on 
cannot be 



□ Examination has confirmed that 

cannot be accepted, . — 

accepted, 

as the above amendment(s) □ is/are not in conformity with the provision of Article 33 of 

the Chinese Patent Law. 

□ is/are not in conformity with the provision of Rule 51 of the Implementing Regulations 
of the Chinese Patent Law. 

□ For the specific reason that the amendment(s) cannot be accepted, see the text of 



2201 



l 



the Office Action. 



4 0 The examination is conducted in the light of the original application document(s) 
' □ The examination is conducted in the light of the following application document(s): 
in the original application documents submitted on the ^"9^^^®; 
Claim(s) _ . page(s)_ ' " 



of the description, Figure(s) 

of the drawing(s); Claim(s) . . page(s) of the description. 

Figure(s) 



submitted on 



.; Claim(s) 



_, page (s) 



of the description. Figure(s) 



submitted on 



□ Abstract of the description submitted on 



5. □ The present Office Action has been prepared without a search having been 

conducted. . ' 

0 The present Office Action has been prepared with a search having been 

0 Thetoltowing reference document(s) is/are cited in this Office Action tits/their serial 
number(s) will, continue to be used throughout the examination procedure): 
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CN1.226.353A 


(Date) August 18, 1999 


2 




(Date) 


3 




(Date) 


4 
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6 







6. The concluding comments of the examiner are: 

□ On the description: . 

□ The content of the application comes within the scope where no patent right is 
granted as provided in Article 5 of the Patent Law. 

□ The description is not in conformity with the provision of Article 26(3) of the Patent 

Low 

□ The drafting of the description is not in conformity with the provision of Rule 18 of the 
Implementing Regulations. 

0 On the claims: . 

□ Claim comes within the scope where no patent right is granted as provided in Article 

25 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim is not in conformity with the definition of invention in Rule 2(1) of the 

Implementing Regulations. 
D aaim does not possess novelty as provided in Article 22(2) of the Patent 

0 claim _L8_ does not possess inventiveness as provided in Article 22(3) of the Patent 

n does not possess practical applicability as provided in Article 22(4) of 

the Patent Law. 
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□ Claim is not in conformity with the provision of Article 26(4) of the Patent 

Law. 

□ Claim is not in conformity with the provision of Article 31(1) of the Patent 

Law. 

□ Claim is not in conformity with the provisions of Rules 20-23 of the 

Implementing Regulations. 

□ Claim is not in conformity with the provision of Article 9 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim is not in conformity of the provision of Rule 12(1 ) of the Implementing 

Regulations. 

For specific analyses of the above concluding comments, see the text of this Office 
Action. 

7. In view of the above concluding comments, the examiner holds that: 

□ The applicant should amend the application document in accordance with the 
requirements raised in the text of this Office Action. The amended document(s) should 
be submitted in duplicate and should conform to the provisions of Article 33 of the 
Patent Law and Rule 51 of the Implementing Regulations of the Chinese Patent Law. 

□ The applicant should expound in his Observations the reasons why the captioned 
patent application is patentable and amend the places not conforming to 
regulations as pointed out in the text of the Office Action, otherwise it would be 
impossible for the patent right to be granted. 

0 The captioned patent application contains no substantive content for which the 
patent right may be granted, thus if the applicant has not advanced his reasons or 
has not done so adequately, the application will be rejected. 

8. The applicant should pay attention to the following matters: 

(1) In accordance with the provision of Article 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant 
should submit his/its Observations within four months from the date of receipt of 
this Office Action; if, without any justified reason, the time limit for making 
response is not met, the application will be deemed to have been withdrawn. 

(2) The amendments made by the applicant to his application should conform to 
the provision of Article 33 of the Patent Law, the amended text should be in 
duplicate and the format should conform to the relevant provisions of the 
Guidelines for Examination. 

(3) The applicant' s Observations or amended text should be mailed or presented 
to the Receiving Section of the Chinese Patent Office. Document no mailed or 
presented to the Acceptance Section have no legal force. 

(4) Without making an appointment, the applicant and/or agent may not come to 
the Chinese Patent Office to hold an interview with the examiner. 

9. This Office Action consists of the text portion totalling_2L page(s) and of the following 
annex(es): 

0 1 duplicate copies of the reference document(s) cited totalling J page(s). 

□ 
□ 
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Examiner's Stateme nt on First Examination 

The subject application relates to a holder for holding various devices. 
The following is the Examiner's statement on the examination. 

Claim 1 claims a holder. Reference 1 discloses an image read/write 
head and an integrated circuit for using the image read/write head. 
Reference 1 further discloses technical features that "the image read/write 
head includes an integrated circuit reading an image via an optical lens, a 
heating element arranged in a casing at a surface different from an image 
reading surface, and an integrated circuit for writing (corresponding to the 
'holder comprising a first component holding unit for holding an image 
pickup device on a main surface of a board, and a second component 
holding unit for holding another component... at a location different from a 
location of said first component holding unit, said first and second 
component holding units being formed as a single piece')". The difference 
between claim 1 and Reference 1 is that in claim 1 the holder is used to 
hold the image pickup device and another component, while in Reference 1 
the casing is used to secure the image read/write head. The both, however, 
belong to the image input device, and such a difference is common 
knowledge to a person skilled in the art. It would have been obvious for a 
person skilled in the art to combine the common knowledge based on 
Reference 1 to reach the technical ideal claimed in claim 1. As such, claim 
1 does not have any prominent substantive features or notable progress 
with respect to Reference 1 or common knowledge, and therefore, it is 
inadmissible that the technical idea claimed in the relevant claim has 
inventiveness as prescribed in the Chinese Patent Law, Article 22, 
Paragraph 3. 

Dependent claim 2 provides a further limitation to claim 1. The 
additional technical feature recited therein is common knowledge in the 
relevant technical field. Making a component brought into contact with a 
mounting surface for reducing the volume is a technical idea which would 
have been readily conceivable for a person skilled in the art. Accordingly, 
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in the case where claim 1 from which claim 2 is dependent does not have 
inventiveness, it is inadmissible that claim 2 has inventiveness as 
prescribed in the Chinese Patent Law, Article 22, Paragraph 3, with respect 
to Reference 1 and the common knowledge. 

Dependent claim 3 provides a further limitation to claim 2. The 
additional technical feature recited therein is again common knowledge in 
the relevant technical field. For example, in the NOKIA 5110 type 
portable telephone manufactured in October, 1997, the component holding 
means uses the similar frame having the same function as the additional 
technical feature recited in dependent claim 3. As such, in the case where 
claim 2 from which claim 3 is dependent does not have inventiveness, it is 
inadmissible that claim 3 has inventiveness as prescribed in the Chinese 
Patent Law, Article 22, Paragraph 3, with respect to Reference 1 and the 
common knowledge. 

Dependent claim 4 provides a further limitation to claim 3. The 
additional technical feature recited therein is again common knowledge in 
the relevant technical field. Designing the holder in a frame shape having 
its upper and bottom surfaces left open to save the space is a technical idea 
which would have been readily conceivable for a person skilled in the art. 
Accordingly, in the case where claim 3 from which claim 4 is dependent 
does not have inventiveness, it is inadmissible that claim 4 has 
inventiveness as prescribed in the Chinese Patent Law, Article 22, 
Paragraph 3, with respect to Reference 1 and the common knowledge. 

Dependent claims 5 and 6 provide further limitations to claim 1. 
For example, in the NOKIA 5110 type portable telephone manufactured in 
October, 1997, the receiver and the display device use the similar frame as 
the holding means. Accordingly, in the case where claim 1 from which 
claims 5 and 6 are dependent does not have inventiveness, it is 
inadmissible that claims 5 and 6 have inventiveness as prescribed in the 
Chinese Patent Law, Article 22, Paragraph 3, with respect to Reference 1 
and the common knowledge. 

Dependent claim 7 provides a further limitation to claim 1. The 
additional technical feature recited therein is again common knowledge in 
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the relevant technical field. Using resin, process plastic or the like to 
manufacture a frame is a technical idea which would have been readily 
conceivable for a person skilled in the art. Accordingly, in the case where 
claim 1 from which claim 7 is dependent does not have inventiveness, it is 
inadmissible that claim 7 has inventiveness as prescribed in the Chinese 
Patent Law, Article 22, Paragraph 3, with respect to Reference 1 and the 
common knowledge. 

Claim 8 claims a portable telephone. The technical idea recited in 
claim 8 would have been readily conceivable for a person skilled in the art 
by combining the component holding means used in the NOKIA 5110 type 
portable telephone and common knowledge. Thus, it is inadmissible that 
claim 8 has inventiveness as prescribed in the Chinese Patent Law, Article 
22, Paragraph 3, with respect to Reference 1 and the common knowledge. 

Based on the foregoing, all the independent and dependent claims of 
the subject application do not have inventiveness, and the specification 
does not describe any other substantial content to which a patent can be 
granted. There is essentially no probability that the subject application is 
granted a patent even if Applicant newly combines claims and/or provides a 
further limitation based on the content of the specification. The Applicant 
should submit a sufficient reason why the subject application can be said to 
have inventiveness within a time period defined in the present Office 
Action. Otherwise, the subject application would be rejected. 
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